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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 13 December 2004 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding page 7 , lines 20-34: While it is true that 
Alimpich (US Patent 6,128,017) teaches a single error button, 
the combination of Alimpich and Franklin (US Patent 5,852,436) 
fully teaches the newly amended claims. The rejections of 
claims 1 and 13 based on the prior art are given below. The new 
grounds of rejection are necessitated by Applicant's amendments. 

Regarding page 8, lines 1-30: Franklin teaches additional 
features which one of ordinary skill in the. art at the time of 
the invention could clearly have added to the teachings of 
Alimpich. While Applicant is correct in asserting that the 
central notes facility of Franklin is overall more flexible in 
that the notes do not have to permanently attach themselves to a 
single object, the combination of Alimpich and Franklin would 
suggest linking the notes to the error window taught by 
Alimpich. Clearly the portion of the teachings of Franklin that 
allow for notes to be attached to one object and later to 
another object would not be used when combining the teachings of 
Franklin with Alimpich. 

Further, Applicant is respectfully reminded that the test 
for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the 
primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be 
expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. 
Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the 
references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in 
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the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981) . 

Regarding page 8, line 32 to page 9, line 11: As Applicant 
admits in the present arguments, and as has been clearly 
demonstrated on page 9 of the previous office action, dated 02 
August 2004, Knodt (US Patent 5,987,535) teaches an icon that 
represents the printing status. While Knodt does not 
specifically demonstrate a fault or error icon, a print fault or 
print error is clearly a particular type of print status. 
Alimpich in view of Franklin has been relied upon . to teach the 
displaying of the fault or error. Knodt has been relied upon to 
teach using an icon to display a print status. The combination 
of Alimpich in view of Franklin with Knodt teaches that the icon 
taught by Knodt displays a print status, wherein the print 
status is the displayed fault or error that is taught by 
Alimpich. Further, the mere use of an icon to display a 
particular state of any computer system, whether it is a printer 
fault, a computer memory fault, a computer login status, or any 
other type of status, is trivial in the art. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would easily have been motivated by the 
teachings of Knodt to use an icon, as taught by Knodt, to 
display the printer fault taught by Alimpich. The use of an 
icon is simply another means by which one of ordinary skill in 
the art would be able to choose to display information deemed 
relevant to the task at hand. 

Regarding page 9, lines 12-21: Again, the amendments to 
the claims have been rejected over the prior art, as discussed 
below in detail. The new grounds of rejection are necessitated 
by Applicant's amendments. 



Application/Control Number: 
Art Unit: 2624 



09/767, 449 



Page 4 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-6 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Alimpich (US Patent 6,128,017) in view 
of Franklin (US Patent 5,852,436). 

Regarding claims 1 and 13: Alimpich discloses a graphical 
user interface system (figure 4 of Alimpich) comprising a fault 
screen window (figure 4(53) and column 4, lines 20-21 of 
Alimpich) on a display screen (figure 4(50) and column 4, lines 
2-5 of Alimpich) and including a device fault button (figure 4 
(51) and column 4, lines 16-21 of Alimpich) corresponding to an 
individual supply unit (column 2, lines 55-65 of Alimpich) and 
output unit devices associated with the printing system (column 
3, lines 39-44 and column 4, lines 25-32 of Alimpich) . 

Alimpich does not disclose expressly multiple device fault 
buttons, each device fault button corresponding to individual 
supply unit and output devices associated with said printing 
system; and a fault notes window spaced from said fault screen 
window on said display screen and including a text box for 
accepting and displaying user editable text, said fault notes 
window being linked to said fault screen window. 

Franklin discloses a notes window (figure 7(67) of 
Franklin) and a corresponding screen window (figure 7(71) and 
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column 7, lines 10-13 and lines 17-21 of Franklin), said notes 
window spaced from said screen window on said display screen 
(figure 15 and column 9, lines 37-42 of Franklin) and including 
a text box (figure 13(116) of Franklin) for accepting and 
displaying user editable text (column 8, lines 45-49 and lines 
65-66 of Franklin) , said notes window being linked to said 
screen window (column 7, lines 9-13 and lines 26-30 of 
Franklin) . Further, there are multiple notes windows, each 
notes window with a corresponding activating button (figure 8 
(76) and column 7, lines 30-35 of Franklin) . Each note can be 
attached (column 7, lines 30-35 of Franklin) to a separate 
application window (column 7, lines 2-10 of Franklin) . 

Alimpich and Franklin are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the display of relevant 
textual data messages in a computer window interface. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a. person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use the multiple notes windows 
taught by Franklin to create and display user-editable fault 
notes in the interface taught by Alimpich. There are multiple 
fault notes windows, each associated with a corresponding screen 
window (column 7, lines 2-10 of Franklin) which is created by a 
computer application (column 7, lines 30-37 of Franklin) . Thus, 
each fault notes window would be modified by one of ordinary 
skill in the art according to the teachings of Alimpich, thus 
associating each fault notes window with the individual supply 
unit or an output unit associated with said printing system. 
Instead of associating a notes window with an application, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would associate the fault notes 
window with a relevant input or output device, especially the 
input and output devices also use computer applications to 
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interface with the overall printing system. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to use an electronic equivalent of 
conventional paper notes with adhesive backing (column 3, lines 
11-13 of Franklin) that can be attached to each application 
(column 3, lines 13-17 of Franklin), or device as taught by 
Alimpich, thus giving needed information. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine Franklin with Alimpich to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 1 and 13. 

Further regarding claim 13: The system of claim 1 performs 
the method of claim 13. 

Regarding claims 2-3 and 14-15: Alimpich discloses that 
said fault screen window (figure 4(50) of Alimpich) includes a 
fault notes icon (figure 4(52) and column 4, lines 19-21 of 
Alimpich) . Further, said fault notes icon can also be 
considered a button (figure 4(52) of Alimpich). 

Alimpich does not disclose expressly that said fault notes 
window is accessed by selecting said fault notes icon. 

Franklin discloses that a notes window is accessed by 
selecting a notes icon in a window (figure 10(92) and column 7, 
lines 62-67 of Franklin) . 

Alimpich and Franklin are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the display of relevant 
textual data messages in a computer window interface. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to select said fault notes window by 
selecting a notes button, as taught by Franklin, said notes 
window being placed inside a larger window, as taught by 
Alimpich. The motivation for doing so would have been to have a 
means to access the user-editable error messages and see the 
error state (column 4, lines 39-43 of Alimpich) . Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to combine Franklin with Alimpich to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 2-3 and 14-15. 

Regarding claims 4 and 16: Alimpich discloses that a 
specific button (figure 4 (52b) of Alimpich) for said fault 
screen window is configured to appear when fault text has 
previously appeared in said fault screen window (column 4, lines 
39-41 of Alimpich) . 

Alimpich does not disclose expressly that said fault notes 
icon is configured to appear when user editable text has 
previously been entered in said text box. 

Franklin discloses that said notes window (figure 7(67) of 
Franklin) is attached to a window (figure 7(71) of Franklin) and 
said notes icon (figure 8(76) of Franklin) can be used to access 
said text box (figure 13(116) and column 7, lines 29-37 of 
Franklin) which already has user-editable text (column 3, lines 
23-27 and column 7, lines 2-4 of Franklin) . Therefore, for a 
notes icon to appear, user-editable text must already have been 
previously entered into said notes window. 

Alimpich and Franklin are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the display of relevant 
textual data messages in a computer window interface. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to have said notes icon appear when 
user-editable text has been entered into said text box, as 
taught by Franklin, said notes icon and said text box being used 
to list device faults, as taught by Alimpich. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to give a smaller, collapsed 
representation of said fault notes window while still providing 
a clear indication as to what item said fault notes window is 
anchored (column 7, lines 32-35 of Franklin) . Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to combine Franklin with Alimpich to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 4 and 16. 

Regarding claims 5 and 17: Alimpich does not disclose 
expressly that a first device fault button of said multiple 
device fault buttons is selected and said text box is related to 
said first device fault button. 

Franklin discloses that said notes window displays user- 
editable text related to the application (column 3, lines 23-27 
of Franklin) when the associated button is selected (column 7, 
lines 49-51 of Franklin) . 

Alimpich and Franklin are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the display of relevant 
textual data messages in a computer window interface. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use the notes window taught by 
Franklin in the graphical user interface system of Alimpich to 
display the editable text relating to the associated 
application, as taught by Franklin, said associated application 
being the application used to interface with an associated one , 
of the devices taught by Alimpich. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to use an electronic equivalent of conventional 
paper notes with adhesive backing (column 3, lines 11-13 of 
Franklin) that can then be attached to the application (column 
3, lines 13-17 of Franklin), thus giving needed information. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Franklin with 
Alimpich to obtain the invention as specified in claims 5 and 
17. 

Regarding claims 6 and 18: Alimpich discloses that none of 
said multiple device fault buttons are selected and said text 
box is related to said printing system (column 4, lines 15-21 of 
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Alimpich) . The text box contains information related to the 
printing system, but the user is not required to select a device 
fault button. The device fault button may simply remain 
highlighted informing the user of an error (column 4, lines 15- 
18 of Alimpich) . 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alimpich (US Patent 6,128,017) in view of 
Franklin .(US Patent 5,852,436), Knodt (US Patent 5,987,535), and 
obvious engineering design choice. 

Regarding claim 7: Alimpich discloses a graphical user 
interface system (figure 4 of Alimpich) comprising a view 
selection window on a display screen (figure 4 (area under 
"Printers and Jobs'' which includes 50 and 52) and column 2, 
lines 31-34 of Alimpich) and including a fault button (figure 
4(52) (button also shown as figure 2(51)) of Alimpich) (column 
4, lines 14-16 and lines 19-21 of Alimpich); and a system window 
spaced from said view selection window on said display screen 
(figure 4 (window labeled "Printers' 7 with a tabulated listing of 
the printers of the system) of Alimpich) , wherein said system 
window provides an overall system view of said printing system, 
said system window including a plurality of boxes representing 
devices comprising said printing system. As can be clearly seen 
in figure 4, there are a plurality of boxes in a system window 
representing "Printer 1", "Printer 2", "Printer 3", and "Printer 
4" under the icon and heading "Printers". 

Said system further comprises a fault screen window spaced 
from said view selection window (figure 4(53) and column 4, 
lines 2-5 of Alimpich) and said system window displaying recent 
faults that have occurred in said printing system (column 4, 
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lines 14-16 and lines 19-21 of Alimpich), wherein said fault 
screen window is opened by selecting at least one of said fault 
button and a fault icon (column 4, lines 41-43 of Alimpich) . 

Alimpich does not disclose expressly a plurality of system 
component icons, each system component icon representing an 
individual component of said printing system, including supply 
unit and output unit devices; a fault icon corresponding to each 
individual component of said printing system having a fault 
condition, wherein each fault icon is displayed in the proximity 
of a corresponding system component icon; and a fault notes 
window spaced from said view selection window, said system 
window, and said fault screen window on said display screen and 
including a text box for accepting and displaying user editable 
text, said fault notes window being linked to said fault screen 
window. 

Franklin discloses a notes window (figure 7(67) of 
Franklin) linked to a screen window (figure 7(71) and column 7, 
lines' 10-13 and lines 17-21 of Franklin) for accepting and 
displaying user editable text (column 8, lines 45-49 and lines 
65-66 of Franklin) , said notes window being linked to said 
screen window (column 7, lines 9-13 and lines 26-30 of 
Franklin) . 

Alimpich and Franklin are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the display of relevant 
textual data messages in a computer window interface. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use the notes window taught by 
Franklin in the graphical user interface system of Alimpich to 
create user-editable fault notes in said fault screen window. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to use an electronic 
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equivalent of conventional paper notes with adhesive backing 

(column 3, lines 11-13 of Franklin) that can then be attached to 
the application (column 3, lines 13-17 of Franklin) , thus giving 
needed information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Franklin with Alimpich. 

Alimpich in view of Franklin does not disclose expressly a 
plurality of system component icons, each system component icon 
representing an individual component of said printing system, 
including supply unit and output unit devices; a fault icon 
corresponding to each individual component of said printing 
system having a fault condition, wherein each fault icon is 
displayed in the proximity of a corresponding system component 
icon; and that said fault notes window is spaced from said view 
selection window, said system window, and said fault screen 
window on said display screen. 

Knodt discloses representing the devices of a printer 
system with a plurality of system component icons (column 4, 
lines 18-25 of Knodt) , as can clearly be seen in figure 5 of 
Knodt. Figure 5 of Knodt contains an icon for the scanner 

(shaped like a computer and near the words "Scan to File"), the 
fax machine (shaped like a phone receiver and one near the words 
"Fax Out" and one to the left of the words "Fax In") , the copier 

(shaped like overlapping document pages and near the words "Copy 
Jobs"), and the printer (shaped like a computer and to the left 
of the words "Print Jobs") . 

Knodt further discloses an icon for each device (figure 5 

(62) of Knodt) having a status condition that is displayed in 
the proximity of an icon representing said device (column 4, 
lines 34-39 of Knodt). The icon (figure 5(62) of Knodt) shows a 
print job status (column 4, lines 34-39 of Knodt) and, as can be 
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seen in figure 5 of Knodt, is clearly in the proximity of an 
icon representing the corresponding device. 

Alimpich in view of Franklin is combinable with Knodt 
because they are from similar problem solving areas, namely the 
display of relevant data messages in a computer window 
interface. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use icons to 
represent the devices of the printer system and the status of 
said devices, as taught by Knodt, said status being the fault 
status taught by Alimpich. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to immediately present to an operator the status of 
the system (column 2, lines 14-18 of Knodt) since a system with 
multiple components can aggravate the level of confusion in 
properly setting up print jobs (column 1, lines 26-30 of Knodt) . 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Knodt with 
Alimpich in view of Franklin. 

Alimpich in view of Franklin and Knodt does not disclose 
expressly that said fault notes window is spaced from said view 
selection window, said system window, and said fault screen 
window on said display screen. However, the precise placement 
of a particular window on a display screen is merely a matter of 
obvious engineering design choice. The designer simply needs to 
select a window positioning scheme that the design believes will 
look good and be functional. Therefore, one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention would be motivated to 
space said fault notes window from said view selection window, 
said system window, and said fault screen window on said display 
screen based on factors such as: (1) the size of the display 
screen, (2) the resolution of the pixels, (3) the type of likely 
user, and (4) personal aesthetic consideration. Therefore, a 
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simple engineering design choice is combined with the system 
taught by Alimpich in view of Franklin and Knodt to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 7. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 8-12 and 19-20 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten 
in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

Claim 19 depends from claim 7 and adds the limitations that 
there are multiple fault buttons, each of which correspond to 
both a fault icon and a individual printing system component and 
is further linked to the fault notes window. Examiner deems 
that the linking of the fault notes buttons, fault notes icons, 
and fault notes windows performed in addition to the limitations 
present in claim 7 would not have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention; 
Further, Examiner has been unable to find a reference in the 
prior art that teaches each and every limitation of claim 19, 
which includes the limitations of claim 7, from which claim 19 
depends. Therefore, claim 19 is considered to contain allowable 
subject matter. Further, 8-12 depend from claim 19 and 
therefore also contain allowable subject matter. 

Claim 20 recites a system window that includes a plurality 
of a specific type of system component icons and a plurality of 
a specific type of fault icons. Examiner has been unable to 
find a reference that teaches each and every limitation of claim 
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20, which includes the limitations of claim 13, from which claim 
20 depends. Therefore, claim 20 is considered to contain 
allowable subject matter. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground (s) of 
rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS 
ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to James A. 
Thompson whose telephone number is 571-272-7441. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8 : 30AM-5 : 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David K. Moore can be 
reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



James A. Thompson 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2624 
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